Summary of arguments 


e Pro: We should accept things until we find them harmful. 
o Con: We should not accept things unless it is the status quo to accept them. 
e Means more people will have polygamous relationships: 

o Pro: Reduces jealousy by allowing relationships which would not have been 
previously be possible because of necessity of getting rid of existing partner 
before getting more. 

o Con: Polygamy violates gender equality because a man can have multiple wives 
where a woman can not have multiple husbands. 

m Pro: No reason a woman having multiple husbands couldn't be accepted 
as well. 

o Con: Monogamy makes people happy. 

m Pro: There's no reason polygamy couldn't have the same effect if it 
becomes normality. It doesn't have to be anti-commitment. 

m Pro: Anecdotal evidence shows that polygamous communities still do 
have strong commitment. 

o Arguments valid in case polygams decide to have children: 

= Con: Children are less happy because only the child's mother cares for 
the child out of the child's father's wives. 
mu Pro: The child would still have a mother. It is natural for children to 
live in communities where different people have different levels of 
commitment for them (eg. tribal living or in the modern day, 
teachers). 
m= Pro: The wives, even if not siblings, could still be committed to the 
children on a reciprocity basis towards the other wives. 
= Pro: More commitment from the father because he does not have 
an incentive to cheat on his wives and end up with a divorce when 
he can just bring a new wife into the relationship. 
= Con: Father would be more absent. 
m= This would partly be because one father would have more children 
to care for. 
ms Also, the father might have to work long hours to make enough 
money to support such a large family. 
= Con: In the case of a woman having multiple husbands, the husbands 
would each care for the different children so it would be a similar number 
of children but much more fragmented between fathers. 

o Pro: Economies of scale as less time is needed per person, the more people 

there are in a family. 
= Con: Collective child raising is possible without polygamy. 
= Pro: Polygamy is an intermediate between our current nuclear 
family system and collective child raising. 

o Con: Polygamy is unfair to low value men since all the high value men take the 
women leaving the low value men high and dry. 


m= Pro: Could motivate men to become high value which could make the 
world better. 


Unrefuted arguments on the pro side: 


People should be free to do what they want, saying no is limiting freedom. 

Less jealousy because women would be able to have the men they want even if they 
already have wive(s) 

Polygamy could be an intermediate to communal living 

Polygamy could motivate men more to become high value 


Unrefuted arguments on the con side: 


e Since polygamy is not the status quo, there could be unforeseen negative 
consequences. 

e Father would be able to spend less attention if they had lots of children; could require 
lots of work on father's part to support the family. 

e Awoman having multiple husbands would not allow for any more children but were 
resolution in fragmentation of fathers so it's worse than monogamy. 

e Polygamy is unfair to low value men. 


Most convincing argument on pro side: 

e Polygamy could motivate men to become high value. 
Most convincing argument on con side: 

e Polygamy is unfair to low value men. 


It seems like the fundamental question is whether we want a society where only the top 30% (or 
potentially less) of men have all the children or one where every man has a chance. For the first 
point, this would mean men would have an incentive to keep growing past marrying their first 
wife, but it could also encourage greed is much more negative. For the second point, that is 
more egalitarian but it doesn't help evolution pick which people to carry into the next generation. 


Considering that in the future we will be able to genetically engineer people, the evolution point 
seems pretty moot. So, it just comes down to do we want to incentive men to try and get as 
many wives as possible, or do we want to incentive them to try to get a wife? Also, allowing 
polygamy would benefit women by giving them more options. 


So, | will evaluate based on my moral framework of what limits horizons more. On the one hand, 
polygamy is not limiting the horizons of low value men because they could become high value 
men, but it is limiting the horizons of high value men because they are expected to only have 
one wife and thus their horizons in terms of number of children are limited. It also limits the 
horizons of women because they may not necessarily able to have the man they want. So, in 
conclusion, | will resolve this market YES. 


